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jurisdiction, he is in no way protected (d). No
privilege attaches to words spoken out of office (e).
'Everytiling said in office by a justice of the
peace is also privileged, and no action lies unless
the words complained of are wholly unconnected
with the matter in issue, and are spoken mali-
ciously and without reasonable and probable
cause (/).

It is, however, important to notice that this
privilege is confined to statements made in the
course of strictly judicial proceedings, and is one
which will not be extended. " It belongs . . .
to courts recognized by law, and to such courts
only" (g). A meeting of the London County
Council for granting music and dancing licences
under 25 G-eo. 2, c. 36, s. 2, is not such a court;
and it was accordingly held by the Court of
Appeal in Royal Aquarium, <$fc> Soc. v. Parkinson (h)
that a county councillor, making a defamatory
statement at such a meeting with regard to a
person applying for a licence, is not entitled to
absolute immunity from an action in respect of
such statement. He is only entitled to the ordi-
nary qualified privilege which may be rebutted by
proof of express malice.

(d)  Calder v. Halket (1839), 3 Moo. P. C. C. 28; Houlden
v. Smith (1850), 14 Q. B. 841; 19 L. J. Q. B. 170.

(e)  Paris v. Levy (1861),  9 C. B. N.  S.   342;  30 L.  J,
C. P. 11.

(/) Kifly v. Simpson (1854), 10 Exch. 358; Gelen v. Hall
(1857), 2 H. & N. 379.

(</) Per Lopes, L. J., in Royal Aquarium, dc. Soc. v. Par-
kinson (1892), 1 Q. B. at p. 451.

(A) (1892), 1 Q. B. 431.